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Goggin: Fort Pupo: A Spanish Frontier Outpost

FORT PUPO: A SPANISH FRONTIER OUTPOST
by JOHN M. GOGGIN
From the viewpoint of anthropological analysis one of the
most interesting aspects of the study of man is what happens
when two cultures meet. When is there an integration of
elements, and when an overwhelming of one culture by the
other? Precisely what happened when the Spanish and Indians
came together has been a fascinating subject of study by many
archaeologists in Florida in recent years. It was exactly this
problem which turned us from our study of the missions where
Spanish priests and Indians came together to a consideration of
the similar meeting of Spanish soldiers and Indians. Fort Pupo,
being a small outpost, has been examined with the hope of
shedding some light on this problem. Our historical and archeological study, although limited, gives us information on this
problem and also archeological evidence which parallels the
historical accounts for the region. 1
The remains of Fort Pupo (Cl 10) are situated on the west
bank of the St. Johns River about three miles south of Green
Cove Springs, Clay County, Florida. 2 This is on the west side
near the end of Bayard Point, a major promontory extending
into the river opposite Picolata. At the present time the area
is relatively unoccupied; a small fishing camp about a half mile
south is the only nearby habitation. The site and surrounding
1. This is a contribution from the research program of the Department
of Sociology and Anthropology, University of Florida, made possible
by a grant from the Wenner-Gren Foundation for Anthropological
Research, Inc. (formerly The Viking Fund, Inc.) The Quarterly thanks
the Foundation also for the cost of publication of the plates in this
paper. We are grateful to John P. Hall, Green Cove Springs, owner
of the site, for permission to make our excavations. This paper was
facilitated in its preparation by the use of class reports on the site
prepared by Eugene Miles (MS) and Donald Kokomoor (MS). The
contour map of the site was prepared by Mr. Miles. The aid of the
many students who participated in the excavations is gratefully
acknowledged.
2. Cl 10 is the site number in the joint archeological site survey of
the University of Florida and Florida State University.
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area are covered with a beautiful thick hammock of oak, magnolia, and other typical trees of the region.
A visitor here for the first time is surprised at the magnitude
of the small fort. Apparently, it once sat some distance back
from the river but recent shore erosion has cut into the bank
and even washed away part of the original structure. What was
once a square earthwork is now a nested series of U-shaped
moats and embankments opening into the river.
The heavy covering of leaves and humus effectively hides any
artifact trace of man, and only careful search along the eroded
river bank reveals broken bits of Indian, Spanish, and English
pottery. Nevertheless, as our excavations finally revealed, there
are plentiful archeological data present to tell the story of man’s
occupation here.
Utilizing various Spanish and English 18th century maps,
Eugene Miles attempted to locate Fort Pupo, using strictly
historical source material. 3 In this he was quite successful because
the location is very clearly depicted on several maps. Actually
this was not a “discovery” in the sense of being something new
that was not known before, since the fort has been mentioned
by various writers since the time of John Bartram (Bartram,
1942. See Bibliography for all references to sources.) and its
location is fairly accurately given in The Florida Guide (Federal
Writers Project, 1940: 352). Nevertheless, it was a good field of
problem and rediscovery working from early source materials.
A series of small test excavations, made by Mr. Miles, around
the earthwork produced mixed Spanish and Indian material
substantiating the belief that the earthwork was really of Spanish
construction and undoubtedly Fort Pupo.
In the following summer the University of Florida Archeological Field School visited the site, excavating a 5 by 15 foot
3. Mr. Miles’s work was carried out as part of a student research problem at the University of Florida under the direction of the author
in the spring of 1950 (Miles, MS).
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trench, finding interesting material yielding valuable data. A
preliminary analysis was prepared by Donald Kokomoor (MS).
After the initial study, fruitful possibilities of more intensive
work appeared so attractive that another series of excavations
was made by the writer and a group of students on a week-end
in April, 1951. This time a total of 12 five-foot squares was
excavated to an average depth of 30 inches.
Between our two periods of excavation, Mr. W. M. Jones, an
amateur historian of Jacksonville, did some limited digging at
the site, finding several large iron objects by means of an
electronic metal locator. He has generously turned his material
over to us for use in this study.
The present paper represents a historical introduction to the
site and a summary of the archeological findings. 4 A detailed
and complete report on the latter will be included in a manuscript on the late archeology of the region that is now in preparation (Goggin, MS). The summary presented here will spare the
general reader many technical details necessary in the final
report on the archeological aspect.
HISTORY
Spain’s Defense Problems
Spain occupied Florida primarily for two important reasons:
first to protect her shipping route through the Straits of Florida,
4. The writer is grateful to Mr. Albert C. Manucy of the National Park
Service who aided by reading the historical section of the manuscript
and in advising on the use of military terms. He also brought to my
attention the Sanford Mace material at the University of Georgia.
We are grateful to that institution and Mr. Wymberly W. De Renne,
for sending photographs of the Mace drawings and transcripts of
manuscript material from the Phillipps Collection to the P. K. Yonge
Library of Florida History, University of Florida. Special recognition
is due Mrs. Margaret Davis Cate of Sea Island, Georgia, a longtime student of General Oglethorpe. It was through her interest
that the manuscript material in the Phillipps Collection was first
brought to Manucy’s attention, and thus to mine. She later very
generously allowed me access to her full file of notes on General
Oglethorpe in Florida.
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and second to bring Christianity to the numerous Indian inhabitants. For the first hundred years of settlement both aims were
accomplished in a fairly successful fashion, although the colony
was always poverty-stricken and many times was only barely
existing.
St. Augustine was established in 1565 by Pedro Menendez de
Aviles and thereafter was the seat of Spanish power in the
colony. With the quick elimination of the Huguenots on the St.
Johns, Florida’s entire defense program during its first hundred
years was oriented toward hostility from the sea. Missionaries
moved northwards along the coast, then westward reaching
Potano (present Alachua County) by 1606, and moving into the
Tallahassee region after 1633. In general this penetration was
peaceful; often the priests traveled and lived alone, isolated
from other Spaniards except for occasional contact with passing
military patrols and less common visits with fellow priests and
religious superiors. Indian troubles flared out in hostilities on a
few occasions with some loss of life, but the revolts were quickly
put down and apparently represented no major military problem
to the administration.
This seaward orientation of defenses was rudely by-passed in
1670 when the English settled at Charleston in Carolina. Even
before this they had initiated contacts with Indians to the west,
and the combination of English and Indians on the exposed
northern frontier posed a serious threat on the Spanish flank.
One response to this threat was the building of the first stone
fort at St. Augustine, the present Castillo de San Marcos; a
second, the construction of Fort San Marcos in the Apalachee
Country, south of present Tallahassee; and a third, the maintenance of a small outpost in Guale, on the Georgia coast, not
far from the Carolinas themselves. Some time in the period
shortly after 1700 there were also built two outposts opposite
each other on the St. Johns River, Forts San Francisco de Pupo,
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and Picolata. 5 They controlled the ferry crossing on the main
east-west road across the province, and blocked possible enemy
movement by water up the St. Johns. 6
Spanish apprehensions concerning the English were well
founded, for the latter immediately formed alliances, based on
trade, with the Creek Indians to the west. These they armed and
encouraged to raid Indians and Spanish to the south. Then at
the beginning of the 18th century, the Carolinians themselves
joined with the Indians in several expeditions against the
Spanish. Fort Pupo, guarding the St. Johns River, astride the
westward trail, played an important part in these events.
Spanish, Indians, and English
The Apalachee trail crossing of the St. Johns River became a
significant point only with increased British pressure from the
north on the Spanish colony. This pressure was first manifested
in various isolated raids on missions and Indian towns friendly
to the Spanish, then in the destruction of the missions of the
Timucua and Apalachee provinces, and finally in a series of
direct attacks on the St. Augustine itself. Fort Pupo (and
Picolata) played a role only in the last events however, the
former can be briefly reviewed to provide a background.
The initial hostility inspired by the British in interior Florida
was the destruction of the Timucua mission of Santa Catalina
5. The form, Pupo, used in this paper is the variation of the name
favored by the Spanish; Pupa is the usual name given by English
writers. The word is presumably of Indian derivation but its meaning is unknown. Other variations include Pupe, Poppa, Puppo, and
Puppa.
The only other occurrence of the name is its use for an estate
which later encompassed the present site and extended from south
of the fort to Black Creek. Late in the first Spanish period it belonged to the heirs of Don Franco Ligarroa (Crown Collection,
Map, no. 128; photostat from Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor).
6. An excellent discussion of the defense problems and their development is found in Chatelain (1941).
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and robbery of San Francisco in 1685 (Barcia, 1723: 287). 7
This, and the destruction of San Juan de Guacara on the Suwannee River a few years later (Boyd, 1951: 11), were but a prelude
to the final annihilation of all the missions and Indian towns in
the area.
With the formal outbreak of hostilities in Europe known as
Queen Anne’s War, certain elements in Carolina decided that
this was the opportune time for an attack on their Spanish
enemies to the south. Under the leadership of Governor James
Moore a force of several hundred men and a like number of
Creek allies left Port Royal in October 1702. This group converged on St. Augustine by land and sea, causing its inhabitants
to flee to the Castillo de San Marcos for shelter. For eight weeks
the British laid siege to the fortress but being without sufficient
artillery, they were unable to take it and finally withdrew,
burning the city as they left.
Smarting from this defeat, Moore had his revenge two years
later when he invaded, again with Creek allies, the Apalachee
and Timucua mission provinces. Mission stations were attacked
and destroyed, resulting in numerous Indian and Spanish
casualties (see Boyd, 1951). On Moore’s retreat he took with
him hundreds of Apalachee Indians as slaves. 8 Within the next
couple of years other raids followed, forcing Spanish withdrawal
to the St. Johns River, and by 1706 even the crossing of Salamatoto, at the later Fort Pupo, was abandoned (Boyd, 1951: 90).
The end of the war in 1714 brought uneasy peace to the frontier
and it is about this time that Fort Pupo was constructed. In any
case the name is first mentioned in 1716.

7. Santa Catalina was probably in southern Columbia County but as yet
it has not been located, while San Francisco was in Alachua County.
8. These apparently included dissatisfied Indian deserters from the
Spanish cause. They were all established in a town on the Savannah
River. See Milling (1940) for its history.
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Building of the Fort
The story of Fort Pupo is closely tied to the history of the
river crossing, often called the "pass" of Salamatoto (after the
nearby town), and is also connected with events at Fort Picolata
across the river. Unfortunately we do not have good evidence
when Pupo was constructed; it must have been early in the
eighteenth century.
The crossing is noted as early as 1675 but there is no evidence
of a fort at that time, although there was the settlement of Salamatoto on the east side of the river, probably on or near the
later site of Picolata. Captain Juan Fernandez de Florencia
writing in that year noted that “The river of Salamatoto is very
large and about a league in breadth at the crossing. On the side
of the Presidio [St. Augustine] there is a place which with great
labor ferry and transport the people which go and come from
the said provinces is [nevertheless] nearly uninhabited, and
would not have more than forty persons in all” (Boyd, 1948:
187). The same year Bishop Calderon notes Salamatoto as a
village and mission (Wenhold, 1936: 8). Again a few years
later, in 1680, we find another mention of the pass of Salamatoto,
but there is no indication of a fortification (Brooks, n.d.: 139).
As has been discussed, English pressure in this region increased to such an extent that missions to the west were abandoned early in the eighteenth century and even the palisade fort
of Salamatoto was attacked in 1706, causing the Spanish to
withdraw the infantry stationed there, (Brooks, n.d.: 166; Boyd,
1951: 90). There is still no evidence of any fortification on the
west bank at this time, and the palisade fort was probably the
later Fort Picolata or a predecessor.
Pupo as a name first appears in 1716 as a place on the river
where Lt. Diego Pena camped (Boyd, 1949: 13). It was perhaps
the same site as the fort but there is no clear statement that a
fortification had been built.
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Regrettably there are no references to Pupo in the next few
years, since it was apparently in these years that Fort Pupo was
constructed. In any case by the time of Arredondo’s visit in 1737
the fort was already falling to pieces.
Description and Garrison of the Fort
No adequate description of the first fort is available, but it
appears to have been little more than a sentry house. An excerpt
from a letter written by the Royal Engineer, Antonio de Arredondo on January 22, 1737 gives some idea of its nature and
location.
“Further to the south, southwest, at about 19 leagues from
the mouth of the bar, and at about eight from the city of
San Agustin, on each side of the river, there is a sentry box
built of boards, eight feet in diameter, named respectively
Pupo and Picolata, both of them surrounded by a palisade,
very small and light - I saw them myself, and I can vouch
that they are ready to crumble down owing to the supports
being completely rotten, at the lower part - So that it can
easily be seen how unfit they are to show the least resistence [sic] or defence against even a small force - Not
only on account of their defective construction and size, but
also on account of their delapidated condition - Each one
is garrisoned by a squad of eight men, hardly large enough
to hold them - There are also two Swivel guns which are
used to protect the courriers [sic] and the passengers who
go and come from Apalache by land, (as it can be seen on
the plan) while they cross the river from one side to the
other on piroques [sic], as they are often harassed by the
Indians while in the act of crossing . . .” (Lowery, 1912:
272).
A somewhat fuller idea of the fort’s nature is obtainable from
Don Pedro Ruiz de Olano’s plan of the new fort drawn the
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Fig. 1. “Plan and Profile of the New Fort of San Francisco de Pupo,”
by Pedro Ruiz de Olano, October 27, 1738.
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Fig. 2. “Plan and Elevation of Fort San Francisco de Pupo,” by Sanford Mace, [January, 1740.]
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following year (Fig. 1). On this, the first structure’s plan and
profile is indicated by dotted lines. These show it to have been
a hexagonal structure 10 feet across and 16 feet high. It was
closely surrounded by what probably was a palisade wall in the
form of a six-pointed star measuring 31 feet from point to point.
This coincides closely in size to the 8 foot structure of Arredondo’s letter.
Although the “palisade of Salamatoto” was the forerunner of
Picolata, that fort by this time at least was apparently a starshaped structure similar to Pupo. Neither was stronger than a
sentry house nor large enough to hold a good garrison or any
refugees.
As a military engineer, Arredondo was charged with surveying
the defense problems of Florida and recommending improvements. Apparently as a result of his survey, and in part spurred
by increasing Indian pressure, Pupo was soon rebuilt as depicted
in Olano’s "Plan and Profile of the New Fort of San Francisco
de Pupo," reproduced here in Figure 1.
This shows a fairly impressive structure built directly on the
site of the first. It was composed of a wooden blockhouse surrounded by palisades and perhaps a moat. The blockhouse was
about 15 feet square and 32 feet from the base to the peak of
its hip roof, with an upper story or manchicolation, projecting
over the lower walls. 9 A large window and an embrasure are
shown in one wall on the plan. The surrounding palisades have
an inward batter and are seven feet above the ground on the
inside and 12 feet high on the outside, apparently above a moat.
They measure about 33 feet from top to top. Loopholes seem
to be indicated just above the tie beam, are at about the conventional height of 4 1/2 feet above the firing step. Although constructed of wood, the structure looks well made and practical.
According to the map the structure was only about 7 feet
9. Figures in feet were derived by measurement from the plan.
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from the river bank. No gate or entrance is shown but the “Road
that goes to San Marcos de Apalache” starts at the water’s edge
at the middle of the palisades, runs along that side then goes
inland along the west side.
The details given in Olano’s plan apparently represent the
structure as it was finally completed. Oglethorpe’s (1873: 107)
description is very close. He states that “The Fort consisted of a
strong new built Tower about 30 foot high 16 foot square within
with a Manchicolis above which flanked the foot of the Tower,
without that a Rampart faced with Timber a foot thick and 12
foot high, filled up within side with 6 foot earth . . .” These
figures are very close to the plan.
The plan of the fort made by Sanford Mace, after its capture
(Fig. 2) is very close to the Olano plan. He gives the size of the
blockhouse as sixteen feet square with three floors. The middle
had embrasures for cannon while the top floor in the manchicolas
commanded the tower base and the insloping timber palisade.
The garrison as listed by Arredondo in 1737 was comprised
of 8 men. The previous year (1736) there were reported 8 infantrymen and 1 artilleryman, while Picolata had 7 infantrymen
and 1 artilleryman (Chatelain, 1941: 164). At the time of its
capture there was 1 sergeant, 10 men, and an Indian scout in
Certainly few more could be accommodated
the garrison. 10
within the structure. However, Oglethorpe was told by his
captives of a former garrison comprising an officer and 30 men
(Oglethorpe, 1873: 108). They must have camped nearby and
were probably not the normal detachment.
Developing Troubles
The first years of the fort’s existence were restless ones.
Although nominal peace existed, many causes of trouble were
10. These are the Spanish figures (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740, in Willcox,
1909: 39-40) but Oglethorpe (1873: 107) reports a sergeant, a
corporal, 8 soldiers and an Indian.
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present. The increasing number of English in their colony was
not reassuring to the Spanish and both sides do not seem to
have desired or exercised much control over raiding activities of
Indians under their nominal jurisdiction. A new problem, too,
was the fleeing of runaway Negro slaves to Spanish Florida.
There they were given shelter by the authorities who refused to
return them to the Georgians and Carolinians.
In reprisal for various injuries, resentful English with Indian
allies made a quick raid into Florida in 1728. Led by Col. John
Palmer, they made their way to St. Augustine itself destroying
and looting all the Yamasee Indian towns they encountered, but
were unable to penetrate the inner defenses of St. Augustine.
While the Spanish in the past had not been strong in their
diplomacy with the northern Indians, they now attempted to
correct this fault. Considerable attention was given to the Creeks,
erstwhile English allies, which had some effect and certain of
the Creek groups established nominal friendly relations with
11
the Spanish. Fort Pupo appears in the final chapter of this
relationship. A Spaniard, the fort’s master gunner, was murdered
by some Creek Indians at Pupo in 1735 (Anon. 1859; various
Spanish documents), and in retaliation the Spanish made a
punitive sortie into Creek country. When the Indians shortly
afterwards objected, they were severely reprimanded by the
Spanish governor, Francisco del Moral Sanchez. Diplomacy
might have saved the Spanish cause but none was shown and
subsequently the Creeks openly raided the Spanish (Corry,
1936: 116).
Arrendondo’s recommendation for the strengthening of Pupo,
and other Spanish posts, was none too soon (Chatelain, 1941:
90), for the very next year Pupo was engaged in the first of a
steady series of conflicts. In July of 1738 the fort was reinforced
by Don Pedro Lamberto and a group of soldiers from Apalachee.
11. A thorough discussion of the Indian-Spanish-English problem may
be found in Corry (1936).
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They reached the little outpost only after having lost two men
enroute to Yuchi Indian attacks. These Indians were reported
in close contact with the English. (M. to H., July 22, 1738, in
Willcox, 1909: 21-22). 12 A few days later the post itself was
assaulted by the Yuchi on the night of July 18 but they were
driven off (M. to H., Aug. 31, 1738, in Willcox, 1909: 25).
Shortly after these events Governor Montiano ordered Don
Pedro Ruiz de Olano to fortify Pupo, and presumably this work
was carried out as depicted in his plan (M. to H., Aug. 8, 1738,
in Willcox, 1909: 24). The job was soon under way, for early
in the following year Montiano reports that work was then
advancing at Pupo and Picolata, but was apparently only
progressing at the former (M. to H., Jan. 3, 1738, in Willcox,
1909: 28).
The Oglethorpe Invasions
The growing pressure between the Spanish and English
reached its peak by 1739. News of the War of Jenkin’s Ear
(declared upon Spain by England) reached Georgia in September. This was all that James Oglethorpe, founder of that
colony, was waiting for. He soon gathered together a considerable force of Georgians, together with several hundred Indian
allies, and late that fall set out southwards.
A camp was established on the St. Johns River near its mouth
(Oglethorpe, 1873: 105), and from there his troops and Indians
ranged in all directions harrassing Spanish couriers and Florida
Indian villages such as Ayamon (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740, in
12. The best Spanish sources for this period are a series of letters between Governor Montiano of Florida and Governor Horcasitas of
Cuba. The complete letter book is in the East Florida Papers, Library
of Congress (microfilms at P. K. Yonge Library, University of Florida,
and Castillo de San Marcos National Monument). These will be
referred to as M. to H. Many of these have been translated by C.
DeWitt Willcox and published in the Georgia Historical Collections.
They are referred to as Willcox (1909).
It should be remembered that the Spanish often used the term
Yuchi (Uchee) as a generic one for not only that tribe but related
Creeks as well. It is difficult to say who was involved here.
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Willcox, 1909: 33-34). One such force led by Lt. George Dunbar
attacked Picolata on December 28. The fort’s 7-man garrison
gallantly held out against a force estimated to be from 150 to
240 English and Indians. Despite mortar fire which “fell inside
the fort, and finished its ruin” the Spaniards held out from
10 A.M. until 5 P.M. when the English retired, having lost
two men (three wounded, according to Oglethorpe, 1873:
106). 13 The Spanish casualty was a wounded artilleryman who
later died (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740, in Willcox, 1909: 34, 40).
According to English sources their withdrawal was due to the
lack of artillery (Oglethorpe, 1873: 106), which hardly jibes
with the Spanish account or with the following eyewitness
account of Thomas Syre, a member of Dunbar’s party:
‘We rowed up the River untill the 16th at night, when
we came to an Anchor, about 3 in the morning our Indians
went a Shore, and by the light of the morn found the Tract
of a mans foot, which they pursued untill they discovered
the Fort about 4 miles distance from where we lay, we
landed and got every thing ready with the Greatest Expedition for the attack, which we made about ten a Clock,
the fire continued very hot on both sides for near 3 hours,
we were within fifty yards of the Fort without the least
Shelter, and the Enemy under Covert, and as we judged
by their fire near equal our No. Lieut. Dunbar finding that
our Shells the Several of them burst in the Fort did but
little Execution, and that Several of our men were wounded,
gave orders to go on Board and leave nothing behind,
which we did with a great deal of Regularity, and at our
Return, gave them a triple discharge of our Arms, which
they never returned, and killed their horses within sight
of their Fort. This Fort lies on the narrowest pass on the
River, and here it is at least two miles wide, in no other
13. One of the wounded, a sergeant, later died (Stephens, 1906: 483).
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place less than 7, its banks are Coverd with Orange Trees
which are loaded with Fruit” (letter; Thomas Eyre to his
brother, December 23, 1739, in Phillipps Collection manuscripts, vol. 5, pp. 211).
Finally, Oglethorpe himself with a large force sailed up the
St. Johns to attack Forts Pupo and Picolota. His group included
Chickasaw, Yuchi, and Creek Indians. The initial attack was
made on Picolota, January 7, 1740, and the little sentry post
was taken by surprise and burnt (Oglethorpe, 1873: 107). 14
Fort Pupo was then invested, and according to the English,
twice bombarded with four artillery pieces. After the second
bombardment it is said to have surrendered.
No better description of this attack can be given than the
words of Oglethorpe himself.
“At 10 the same day [as the attack on Picolata] I landed
and invested Saint Francis de Pupa with the Indians and
Rangers, and formed the Regular Troops and landed four
pieces of Cannon, posted them and marked out a Battery
in such manner that they were sheltered from the sight of
the Garrison by the Woods. In the mean time the Indians
advanced as near as they could under the shelter of trees,
some of which stood within 100 yards of the Fort, but in
most places the ground was cleared 300 yards around. The
Indians fired very briskly upon the Fort and the Spaniards
14. The exact time of this attack is confused since New Years day is
often given as the date. It is probable that January 7, 1740, is more
likely since that is the day most frequently given by Oglethorpe and
others, although Oglethorpe has given January 8 in one account
(General Assembly of South Carolina, 1887: 114, 139). Other factors
also tend to discount the New Years day date. It would have been
quite difficult for Lt. Dunbar to have left Picolata on December 28,
return to the main camp and for Oglethorpe then to gather his
large group together and be back at Picolata on New Years day.
Furthermore, Montiano’s first awareness of the fort’s loss was on
Jan. 21, 1740 (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740, in Willcox, 1909: 39-40).
This late date of his knowledge of the attack is more understandable
if it took place on the 7th or 8th. Some of the confusion may be
due to differences in the English and Gregorian calendars.
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returned the same day very hotly till towards 3 of Clock
when their Fire lessened considerably. This kept the Spaniards so amused that they did not discover till 5 of clock
when the Spaniards began to fire upon them but the Breat
work being then finished they did no mischief. Before sun
set the Battery fired on the Fort when I offered them terms
but they refusing the Cannons fired a second time which
had so good an effect that they cried out for Quarter,
became Prisoners of War and surrendered the Fort with
two Pieces of Cannon, one Mortar, three Swivel Guns, 150
Shells, a number of glass bottles filled with Powder, and
artificial Fireworks, a sufficient Quantity of Ammunition,
Provisions,&ca. for a long Defence” (Oglethorpe, 1873:
107). 15
More details of the attack may be gained from a contemporary
plan of battle executed by Sanford Mace, an engineer in Oglethorpe’s army (Phillipps Collection, photocopy, P. K. Yonge
Library of Florida History). This sketch shows the disposition
of the troops quite clearly. After landing north of the fort,
around the point, Oglethorpe set his batteries, consisting of
one cannon and the swivel guns from the boats, directly west
of the fort. Behind these and eastward along the river were
the regular troops, “the Regiment.” On the river bank, to the
northeast, in front of the regiment were the Creek Indians under
Nicolansa.
On the right of the guns, in a semicircle extending to the
river west of the fort, were the remainder of the forces. These
were in order, from the guns, another group of Creeks, the
Yuchi, the Chickasaw, the White Rangers, and Hillispilly with
the third group of Creeks. Meanwhile the boats patrolled the
river in front of the fort.
15. Elsewhere, Oglethorpe (letter to Duke of Newcastle, Jan. 22, 1740,
Colonial Records of Georgia, vol. 35, p. 242) gives a figure
of “50 Glass bottles full of Gunpowder with fuzes” and notes that
there were sufficient provisions for two months.
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The officers of the regular troops included Captains MacKay
and Desbrissy, Lt. Dunbar, and Ensigns Mackay, Sutherland,
and Maxwell. Mr. Sanford Mace was in charge of the artillery.
Other Indian leaders were Walby of the Creeks, the Squirrel
King and Mingo Stobo of the Chickasaw, and the Yuchi King
of that tribe (letter of Oglethorpe to Duke of Newcastle, Jan.
22, 1740, Colonial Records of Georgia, vol. 45, p. 241). Oglethorpe elsewhere (letter to Col. Stephens, Feb. 2, 1740, in Phillipps Collections, vol. 5, p. 342) mentions other Indian leaders,
Faunee Mico of the Chickasaw and Santouchey with the Creeks,
and identifies the Yuchi King as Captain Grey.
Oglethorpe’s ascent of the river appears to have been missed
by Governor Montinao’s scouts. In any case, for several days
he was unaware of events at Pupo and Picolota. Finally, an
Indian scout brought word on the 21st that Picolota was in
ashes and that numerous people in red coats could be seen
across the river at Pupo (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740, in Willcox,
1909: 36).
The Spanish account of Pupo’s fall related that its 12-man
garrison held out for two days under continuous artillery fire
until after a salvo of seven guns there was capitulation. When
Montiano wrote he was still uncertain as to the fate of Pupo’s
garrison, regretting their loss; but lacking details he based his
account of their fate on scout reports (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740,
in Willcox, 1909: 39-40).
Oglethorpe himself had a narrow escape at Pupo, barely
missing death from a cannon shot (Letter of Capt. Mackay,
Jan. 24, 1740, in Colonial Records of Georgia, vol. 35, p. 183).
After capture, the fort seemed so significant that he established
a garrison of 40 men and “added to the Fortification” (Oglethorpe, 1873: 107; General Assembly of South Carolina 1887:
114) by laying out “an intrenchment round the fort” (letter
from Oglethorpe to Duke of Newcastle, Jan. 22, 1740, Colonial
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Records of Georgia, vol. 30, p. 242). The maintenance of this
garrison seemed to be “of great consequence, since thereby the
Communication with the Creek Indians is secured and their
[Spanish] means of invading by land the Northern parts of
the Colony is taken away, and if any party of Horse comes
from Carolina, they may be here sheltered ‘till they be ferried
over and Picolata at which they land, is within 21 miles of
Augustine, and the Country between is full stocked with Cattle
and Horses” (Oglethorpe, 1873: 108). 16
The importance of the forts in holding the Spanish line to
Apalachee and discouraging the Creeks is emphasized again
and again in various English reports. As Hugh MacKay wrote
(letter, Jan. 24, 1740, Colonial Records of Georgia, vol. 35, p.
182) the English capture of the forts “gives likewise entrance
to the Creek Indians into Florida which before was cut off
by them.”
Exactly how long the English maintained their garrison is
not clear, but the Spanish still mention the English in possession
as late as the end of March (M. to H., March 25, 1740, in
Willcox, 1909: 48). Sometime after this Pupo was either recaptured or more likely the English withdrew.
Encouraged by their assault on St. Augustine’s flanks, Oglethorpe soon afterwards moved south with another group of
Georgians, and Creek and Cherokee Indians, early in May.
By the middle of that month Pupo was again in English hands.
Picking off other small fortifications, Oglethorpe besieged St.
Augustine. However, the Castillo de San Marcos and its outer
works now proved their worth and the English were never able
to enter the town. After several weeks’ bombardment of the
town, Oglethorpe withdrew.
Pupo apparently played no active part in events during the
16. Subsequently Pupo was used as a rallying point for Oglethorpe’s
Indian allies, the English using the fort to the advantage denied
the Spanish (letter of Oglethorpe, June 30, 1740, in General Assembly of South Carolina, 1887: 33).
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siege of St. Augustine, other than cutting the normal line of
Spanish communication westwards. It was commanded successively by Lt. Hugh MacKay, Ensign Anthony Morelon, and
Captain George Dunbar. The final commander demolished it
after the siege was lifted (Kimber, 1935: 28), about July 22
or 23, 1740 (General Assembly of South Carolina, 1887: 110).
This was apparently the last of Fort Pupo. During Oglethorpe’s second futile raid on St. Augustine, in 1743, a patrol
was sent to Pupo to see if the Spanish had rebuilt it, but apparently they had not (Kimber, 1935: 28).
Following Oglethorpe’s final invasion there was a general
strengthening of defenses throughout the province and this
included the rebuilding of Fort Picolata with a stone tower. 17
Chatelain (1941: 92) suggests that Pupo was rebuilt at this time
but there is no evidence for that.
In 1755 the Spanish Crown authorized the reconstruction of
both Picolata and Pupo, but the commencement of that activity
was contingent on the finishing of work elsewhere (Crown to
Governor, August 6, 1755, photostat 990-44, St. Augustine Historical Society). Apparently work on Pupo was never begun.
Later History
With the easing of tension between the Spanish and British
after the Oglethorpe invasions there was less need for Fort
Pupo and the remains seem to have been neglected by the
Spanish; in any case, when the British took over Florida in
1763 the fort was in ruins. 18 Most of the English maps for the
period clearly mark Pupo at the location of the site under consideration.
Despite this there is some confusion still attached to the
site of Fort Pupo because of John Bartram’s description of “Popa
fort” specifically located on the east side of the St. Johns River
17. A plan of Picolata, dated 1765, is reproduced in both Chatelain
(1941, map 15) and Bartram (1942, Fig. 25).
18. This is in contrast to Fort Picolata occupied during the whole British
period.
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a little north of the present site. He “landed at Popa fort, a
small shallow entrenchment almost filled up with length of
time; ‘tis 20 yards square; and as many from the river; a few
yards back of it there is another about twice as big; here is
a grove of orange trees” (Bartram, 1942; 46). The most obvious
explanation, and one that Chatelain (1941: 166) tacitly makes,
is that Bartram was confused in his writing and is talking
about the generally accepted site of Pupo on the west bank.
However, as Francis Harper notes (in Bartram, 1942: 75), the
statement is clear, and furthermore the use of the name Popo
Point at the present time for the point described by Bartram
lends some credence to the view that another fort existed. 19
Supporting Bartram’s site on Popo Point is a notation on an
anonymous map (Anon., MS.) of the British period. This clearly
indicates the “Remains of Da Puppo Fort” at the present Popo
Point. 20
It is not possible to state for sure exactly what we have here.
Bartram’s description neither fits the present site nor Olano’s
plan, which gives credence to the supposition that he is actually
dealing with another site. If so, it may have been hasty Spanish
defenses of the Oglethorpe period which had no permanency
and thus found little, if any, recognition in the documentary
sources. 21
19. Eugene Miles has been unable to find any sign of structures or
artifacts at the present Popo Point.
20. Serving more to confuse the problem is Forbes’ account of “Fort
Poppa” which he places across from Picolata. He calls it “a shallow
intrenchment twenty yards square, and as many from the river. At
a small distance back is another turret of the same size and some
groves of orange trees and oaks of large size” (Forbes, 1821: 81).
However, Forbes is well known for lifting data from many sources
without giving references. In this case he may have done so, taking
Bartram’s description, altering it somewhat, and moving it opposite
Picolata.
21. One such projected fort was at Mojoloa, downstream from Pupo;
apparently it was never built (M. to H., Feb. 23, 1740, in Willcox;
1909: 44). Certain Indian towns such as Ayamon also had small
forts (M. to H., Jan. 31, 1740, in Willcox, 1909: 35). The location
of this town is not exactly known, but it was probably east of the
St. Johns River.
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The key position of Pupo at the ferry crossing spot of the
Spaniards was also the ferry on the first American road across
the State, often called the Bellamy Road. Vignoles (1823: 67),
writing early in the American period, remarked then that
scarcely a vestige remained, and Williams (1837: 302) noted
that the fort (miscalled San Fernando) lay within the environs
of the new town of Bayard. Thirty-odd years later Brinton
(1869: 192) mentioned that its earthworks were still visible,
as did Fairbanks (1871: 192) who noted its location near the
ferry-house.
In modern times it has attracted little attention, being off the
beaten path. Yet, the often remarkably thorough Florida Guide
(Federal Writers Project, 1940: 352) accurately gives its location.
Historical Summary
The site of Fort Pupo was occupied as a ferry landing from
late in the seventeenth century and perhaps earlier. It was
then undoubtedly a camping spot of Indians and Spaniards.
At an unknown date, about the second decade of the eighteenth
century, the first fort was built. Occupation was more or less
continuous with a small Spanish garrison and presumably local
Timucuan Indians who ran the ferry. Occasional Creeks and
other Indians camped here and the “Yuchi” on occasion attacked
the fort. By 1738 the original wooden structure had rotted to
such an extent as to be almost useless; in addition it was too
small to hold an adequate garrison. These factors, plus increasing Indian pressure, led to the building of a larger structure
on the same site. It appears to have been completed early
in 1739.
The following year the fort was captured, occupied, and
strengthened by the English and their Indian allies. On their
withdrawal, later in the summer, they destroyed Pupo. Inasmuch
as the fort was in ruins twenty years later, it is probable that
the Spanish never repaired nor reoccupied the site. Thus its
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Fig. 3. Map of Fort Pupo, 1951, showing approximate location of
excavations.
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terminal date is 1740, giving a total life span of the two structures of 20 to 30 years.
ARCHEOLOGY
Fort Pupo at the present, lying in a thick shady hammock,
stirs in most onlookers a feeling of respectable antiquity. Although only abandoned about two hundred years ago, the
remains of the fragile wooden structure quickly disappeared
leaving rounded but impressive embankments.
The fort was originally square but erosion by the river has
removed half, leaving a U-shaped structure (Fig. 3). These
remains can be divided for discussion purposes into five parts.
As one approaches the fort the ground rises gently to the edge
of the moat. This slope was probably in part of deliberate construction, the beginning of a glacis. Dropping off from this
rise is a moat approximately 4 to 5 feet deep and 40 feet wide.
Still further inside an embankment rises about 11 feet above
the river, and within that is another deep moat surrounding a
small central platform with an elevation 7 feet above the river.
This platform is about 50 feet in north-south measurement and
probably was that length east and west, but erosion has removed
all but 25 feet on the western side.
The soil profile at the site is simple. Four to six feet below
normal surface level and extending to an unknown depth is a
deposit of consolidated sand, apparently held together by clay.
This distinctive, tan-colored, sandy, hard-pan is penetrated by
the moat and is exposed along the river front.
The hard-pan is overlain by white quartz sand, variously
stained by human occupation in the area. Between this and
the hard-pan the sand is light grey in color with some brown
mottling. This soil contains no cultural material.
Stream erosion has caused extensive damage here by the
river’s cutting into the bank on this point when blown by heavy
winds. The growth of cypress trees and knees along the bank
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and the shallow water extending some distance off shore fails
to act as a buffer. Heavy storms in North Florida in the fall
of 1950 were apparently responsible for new erosion activity.
Assuming that the whole structure was square, a little more
than one half has disappeared to date and its erosion is actively
continuing.
EXCAVATIONS
Actual digging at the site has been limited. Such as has been
carried out was done to delimit the site and to provide a knowledge of its stratigraphy. Two small test pits (1 and 2) were
made by the author, Eugene Miles, and Nanci Goggin in May,
1950. Subsequently, Mr. Miles made a series of 16 small test
holes (numbers 3 to 18) around the whole fort area. These
served to limit areas of refuse.
The first major excavation at the site was made in the summer
of 1950. 22 This comprised a trench 5 feet wide and 15 feet long.
Designated as Trench 1, it was laid out at right angles to the
eastern moat, close to the river. Three five-foot sections were
numbered 5, 6 and 7, and the first (Sec. 5) was just beyond
the crest of the moat’s outside edge. A small test (no. 19) was
made in the fort interior at a corner of the central platform.
On a weekend in April, 1951, further excavations were
carried out. 23 These consisted of 12 five foot squares in the
vicinity of the first excavation. The numbering system first used
was expanded to include trenches 0, and -1 on the river side
and 2 to 5 on the other, all parallel to Trench 1. The section
organization was also followed with the following squares being
excavated: Section 5 in Trenches 2 to 5, Section 8 in Trench 1,
Sections 5 to 9 in Trench 0, and Section 7 in Trench -1. In
22. The following students participated: William Arnold, John Canton,
Jo An Hahn, Paul Hahn, Donald Kokomoor, Morton McDonald, and
Lillian Seaberg.
23. The field party consisted of the writer and Nanci Goggin, Kenneth
Peabody, a fellow faculty member, and the following students: Jo
An Hahn, Paul Hahn, John Hennes, Mary Godwin, William Plowden,
Rita Porter and Walter Porter.
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addition a square in the bottom of the moat on the Trench 1
line was excavated and designated as Section 2’(continuing from
Section 1 the designation was changed to prime numbers).
Mr. Jones’s digging was confined to points of major metallic
reaction found in the immediate area of the fort’s structure and
the area inland behind the fort.
In this paper it will be impossible to present a complete discussion of the whole excavation. However, a general summary
will be given and the following parts are discussed in some
detail. Tests 1-19 will be summarized for the data they yield
on the distribution of refuse. Of the major excavations Sections
5 to 9, Trench 0 will be considered as a stratigraphic unit. This
gives a typical picture of the major excavations demonstrating
the stratigraphy of the site and the history of moat construction. Section 2’ in Trench 1 will be considered for its contribution to the history of the fort, and finally the Jones excavations
will be presented. These data will be an adequate sample of
our work and will present all significant results of our work.
The complete report on the excavations will appear in another
paper now in preparation (Goggin, MS). No data are omitted
here which seem to do other than further substantiate points
brought out by the material given. In the general discussion
of material, consideration is given to all the artifacts found.
All data are used in making the reconstruction and drawing
the final conclusions.
Tests 1 to 18. These small excavations were generally about
18 inches deep and two feet square. A series were made along
the river’s edge from the eastern side of the fort, 3 behind the
fort, 3 on the western side, and several in the fort’s interior.
Those east of the fort yielded considerable cultural material,
but no cultural remains were found elsewhere except nails in
the bottom of the innermost moat and a couple of sherds west
of the fort near the river.
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The cultural remains included Indian, Spanish, and English
material. The first two groups of materials demonstrated that
the site had been occupied in the St. Augustine archeological
period, circa 1650-1763 (Smith, 1948). The English material
was definitely of the eighteenth century. These data, in conjunction with historical records of its location, were sufficient
to substantiate this site as being Fort Pupo, since that fort is
known to have had both Spanish and British occupation in the
eighteenth century.
The results of these tests then were to stimulate interest in
the site and to indicate the value of more intensive study.
This led to excavations in the summer of 1950 and again in
the spring of 1951.
Trench 0. As has been noted this 25 foot long trench will be
discussed in detail for the sample picture it gives of the moat,
close to and parallel with the river bank. Its distance from the
bank varies with the irregularity of that edge but is from 5 to
10 feet.
Excavation commenced with section 5, closest to the moat,
and was extended into 4 other five-foot squares, sections 6, 7,
8, and 9. Each was excavated in 5 six-inch levels to a depth
of 30 inches. These may be called, for discussion purposes,
starting at the surface, levels 1 to 5. All material was screened
to recover as complete a cultural sample as possible.

Fig. 4. Profile, West side of Trench O, Sections 5 to 9, Fort Pupo.
(Vertical scale twice horizontal scale.)

Digging revealed a series of distinct layers of soil (Fig. 4).
From the surface down for a varying depth from 6 to 8 inches
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the sand was very dark, stained with organic material. Deeper
was a grey sand horizon and below that an even lighter sand
deposit. Intruding between the dark surface layer and the grey
horizon was a lense of tan-colored sand with occasional claylike lumps of hard-pan. This was 4 to 5 inches thick next to
the moat, tapering off to nothing in Section 7. A small patch
of the same material appeared in Section 9, and in between
were scattered lumps.
Artifacts found in this trench were mainly potsherds, a total
of 1532 in all, together with 210 other objects. In addition as a
result of human occupation there were numerous fragments
of bone, charred corn cobs, flint chips, brick fragments and
pieces of rock.
The pottery has been classified by types and these are grouped
together in series for discussion. Table 1 presents the percentile
TABLE l. - PERCENTILE FREQUENCY

OF

POTSHERDS, TRENCH 0

frequency of each series in terms of level for the whole trench.
Such a presentation reveals interesting historical details of the
various pottery series. Orange series material is confined to the
earliest levels; it is relatively abundant in the bottom level,
less so in level 4 and absent elsewhere.
The bulk of the pottery is comprised in the St. Johns and San
Marcos series. 24 These have distinct histories in this site. As
can be seen from Table 1, the St. Johns series reaches its peak
24.

A description of these will be found in a following section.
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(32.0%) early in the site in level 4. From there the type decreases in importance to the top level. On the other hand, the
San Marcos material increases steadily in frequency from the
lowest level (40%) to its highest frequency in level 2 (85%).
Unclassified Indian forms fluctuate within a small range and
are never numerically important.
The two groups of European material have also a distinct
history. Spanish pottery, all olive jar fragments except for one
small piece of majolica, ranges from the level 4 to level 1. It
varies in quantity but is never important.
English introduced pottery (which includes Chinese porcelain) is relatively unimportant until level 2 (4%) and then
increases greatly in level 1 (30.1%).
Other remains of man include 210 miscellaneous artifacts and
fragments. These can be divided into two groups, those clearly
of Indian manufacture and those made of European materials.
The Indian material includes small flint projectile points, a sandstone hone, worked flint fragment, a possible disk made of
Busycon shell, and clay pipe fragments. The first three items
were all found in levels 3 to 5 while the others were in levels
1 to 3 (Table 2).
European material was found only in levels 1 to 3. There was
relatively little in level 3, and most came from level 2 (Table 2).
The distribution of bones was throughout the site. Until a full
study of these is completed little can be said as to the distribution
by type. Corn cobs (4) came from levels 2 and 3. A few possible
brick fragments and pieces of stone foreign to Florida (ballast?)
were present in levels 1 to 3.
Evidence from Trench 0, indicates that changes took place
throughout the deposition of material. In pottery one group, the
Orange Series, is found only in the bottom levels. Another, the
St. Johns series, decreases in quantity throughout the site while
a third group, the San Marcos, series increases in quantity from
the earliest to the next to surface level.
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European ceramics are found on all but the lowest levels. Of
these the Spanish material shows little change throughout but
after a scattered showing the English introduced ceramics suddenly are important in the surface level.
Purely aboriginal objects of worked flint have an early position. European metal, glass, and clay objects occur only in the
upper half of the site.
Test 19. A small test was made by Donald Kokomoor, at the
same time Trench 1 was excavated, on the northeast corner of
the interior platform. This was made with the view of determining if any occupational level could be found there. An
irregularly shaped area was excavated the eastern 3 by 5 feet
section to a depth of 6 inches and a western, L shaped section
4 by 1 1/2 by 2 feet was carried down to a depth of 12 inches in
two levels.
No distinct occupational level was found. Several stained
areas possibly were remains of posts. Artifacts included one
St. Johns Check Stamped sherd and a large iron spike.
Test in Section 2’ Trench 1. In order to obtain some idea of
the outer moat’s history a single square was excavated near its
center on Trench 1 line. The first 10 inches of soil was humus
stained sand, then a light tan sand, and by 13 inches hard-pan,
a yellow sand with much clay, was struck.
A few artifacts were found in level 1 (0 to 6 inches): 1 San
Marcos Plain, 1 San Marcos Stamped, and 1 English creamware
sherd, along with a nail and a peach pit. There was considerable
charcoal in the level. No artifacts were found in either the second
or third level but charcoal continued into the second.
Jones Excavations. As has been mentioned, W. M. Jones
made a series of test holes around the site unaware that a scientific study was in progress. When told of our work he very
generously turned over his material for inclusion in our report
and showed us where it was obtained.
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His pits are marked on the map as Jones 1, Jones 2, etc. (Fig.
3). Mr. Jones used an electronic metal locator and only dug
where a substantial response indicated a large piece of metal.
Thus this digging was shallow and limited.
Pit 1, on top of the embankment yielded a rifle barrel and in
nearby pit 2 was found a large brass button. In pit 3, on the
slope, were found 2 iron axes and further down the slope, pit 4,
was an iron lock. At the extreme corner of the moat in a limited
area, Jones 5, were found 2 large and 2 small iron hinges and
down the moat edge, pit 6, was found a hoe.
Jones 7 is an area along the edge of the interior platform.
Here were found a number of large iron spikes.
Discussion of other excavations. The sequence found in
Trench 0 is substantially that found in all of the other sections
excavated. Some minor differences in presence or absence of
material was found; the more significant can be noted.
The greatest concentration of artifacts (from either Orange
or St. Augustine times) occurs in Trench 0 and -1. Going from
these inland, away from the river, there is less and less material.
Very likely a point of even higher concentration was formerly
present in the area now eroded away by the river.
In the major excavation area few traces of structures were
seen. Some pieces of daub were found indicating mud and
wattle type structures which burned, hardening the clay plaster.
This material was limited to Trench 1, again suggesting concentration of human activity, in terms of houses or other structures
near the. original river bank. No post holes were found.
A few pits contained bones, sherds, and other refuse. Most
distinctive was one with a large mass of charred corn cobs.
Artifacts
The great bulk of the man-made objects found in the excavation are fragments of pottery. These are mainly Indian types,
with some Spanish forms and even less English fragments.
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These potsherds are all examples of well known forms described
in the archeological literature so their details will not be repeated
again. For the purposes of the general reader, a brief note on
the forms and a reference to other descriptions should suffice. 25

A

Fig. 5. Various Artifacts, Fort Pupo. A, black glass bead; B-C, jet
bead; D, blue glass bead; E, glass scraper; F, soapstone effigy head; G,
stipple punctuated basalt ware; H, flat brass button; I, hollow brass
button. (Scale: F, twice life; remainder life size.)

Archeologists in Florida have classified Indian pottery into
various wares on the basis of the clay composition used. These
wares are further subdivided into types on the basis of absence
of decoration or its nature when present. We will discuss these
types in their related groups which are called series.
St. Johns Series. The St. Johns Series is characterized by a
fine paste, almost completely without sand, grit, or other inclusions. It is smooth to the touch and when weathered it has
a chalky feeling. Plain forms are known as St. Johns Plain, while
the most common decorated form is called St. Johns Check
Stamped (James B. Griffin, 1945; Griffin and Smith, 1949; Rouse,
1951). This latter type is decorated with a grid-like pattern
formed by the impression of a carved wooden paddle. Less
common in our excavation were St. Johns Simple Stamped and
St. John Scored (Griffin and Smith, 1949).
25. A technical discussion of the ceramics and their distribution will be
given in a forthcoming monograph which is now in preparation by
the author (Goggin, MS). However, all major details are mentioned here.
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The usual vessel form of the St. Johns series is a wide shallow
bowl with a simple lip and rim. Most specimens seem to have
been from such vessels. Two unique forms should be mentioned.
One is represented by sherds from two large deep jars of St.
Johns Check Stamped pottery, distinctive for their folded rims
and reed punctations (Fig. 7, B). This is the normal rim treatment for San Marcos Stamped but never reported before on this
type. The second form worthy of comment is a plate shaped
vessel of St. Johns Simple Stamped represented by several sherds.
Again this is not an uncommon San Marcos Stamped shape,
adopted from Spanish vessels, but never previously reported on
this type of pottery.
Three incised sherds of this ware are unique. Although small,
they appear to be local copies of Aucilla Incised, a mission period
type from the Tallahassee area (Smith, 1951: 172-173).
San Marcos Series. This series has a distinctive thick ware in
which the clay is mixed with abundant quantities of coarse
quartz sand and sometimes crushed limestone. Plain examples
occur, San Marcos Plain, and rarely red painted forms, San
Marcos Red, are present; but the most common type is San
Marcos Stamped (Smith, 1948).
In this type the surface is impressed with a carved paddle
leaving a bold distinctive design. The paddle is generally carved
with a row of deep narrow grooves and may be impressed neatly,
leaving an impression of raised bars called simple stamping
(Fig. 6, E, F). Even more commonly a double impression was
made, the second being at an angle to the first, usually a right
angle, leaving a series of raised squares (Fig. 6, C, D). Much
less commonly the paddle was carved with an elaborate curvillinear or rectangular design or even a grid which produced the
check stamped effect.
Vessels are shallow or deep bowls. They usually have folded
rims with punctation or pinching at the base of the fold (Fig. 6,
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Fig. 6. Potsherds and other Artifacts, Fort Pupo. A-F; San Marcos
Stamped pottery; G, brushed pottery; H, flint arrowpoint; I-J, gun flints;
K, brass buckle; L, English basalt ware pottery. (Scale: A-G, one-half
life size; H-L, slightly more than life size.)
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Fig. 7. Iron objects and other Artifacts, Fort Pupo. A, C, front and
back view of lock; B, St. Johns Check Stamped pottery (San Marcos rim
style); D, trade pipe; E, rifle barrel; F-G, hinges; J-K, axes; H-I, spikes;
L, hoe. (Scale: A, C, E-L, one fourth life size; B, three-tenths life size;
D, slightly more than one-half size.)
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A, B). Sherds have been found from several plate-shaped vessels,
in both San Marcos Red and San Marcos Stamped. Those of the
latter type are of the usual “soup-bowl” forms, well smoothed on
the inside with the flange painted red and the outside stamped.
Orange Series. The Orange Series, represented by Orange
Plain and a single Orange Incised sherd is a fiber-tempered
ware; that is, grass or other vegetable fiber was added to the
clay. During firing this material burnt out, leaving many fine
holes in the vessel. A total of 22 sherds were found, usually in
the lowest levels of the site and mainly in sections nearest to
the river. This material has no relation to the historic occupation of Fort Pupo but remains from an earlier Indian occupation,
sometime before the Time of Christ (Goggin, 1950). Its mixture,
in some levels, with St. Augustine Period materials is accidental.
Miscellaneous Indian Types. In addition to the numerous
well known types, a number of undescribed forms and several
other types were present. A number of smooth black plain ware
sherds may be Miller Plain (Smith, 1951: 165-166), a late type
from the Tallahassee area. They were presumably traded here
or brought in by Apalachee Indians during the fort’s occupation.
Several groups of sherds are difficult to interpret. These include a number of plain fine grit-tempered sherds; red-painted,
grit-tempered sherds; well smoothed grit-tempered sherds; and
well smoothed, yellow to brown, grit-tempered sherds. These
last are distinctive and not found elsewhere in the region. They
are suggestive of late 19th and early 20th century Seminole
pottery from Oklahoma. It is possible they may have been
brought in by some of the Creek peoples.
Much more likely to have been introduced by the Creeks (or
related peoples) are three sherds (Fig. 6, G) from Test 2. These
are a grit-tempered ware with mica inclusions. The surface has
been brushed and then smoothed over.
Spanish Ceramics.
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Spanish are fragments of large storage and shipping vessels
called “olive jars,” from their use, at times, as olive oil containers.
These were tall slender vessels of a red or tan colored paste,
often white slipped and usually bearing on the inside the distinctive marks made when “throwing” the vessel on the potters
wheel. A total of 82 sherds were present.
A second form, represented by only a very small sherd is
majolica. It is a red paste earthenware with thin, white enamel
or glaze on both surfaces. The scarcity of this ware, common in
mission sites, is not unexpected at this poor frontier military
outpost.
English ceramics. English earthenware, while not abundant,
did occur in some quantity, 98 sherds in all. These include several
forms.
The most abundant of these, represented by 84 sherds, is a
relatively thin, well-made, glazed pottery called Creamware or
Queen’s Ware. This was made in Staffordshire and Leeds during
the eighteenth century, but reached popularity only after its
improvement by Josiah Wedgewood in the 1760’s. The sample
from here seems to be of the earlier forms. The surface often has
a distinctly pitted glaze, many pieces show throwing marks (not
present on later forms), the walls are not uniform in thickness,
and flowing streaks appear in the glaze.
Vessel shapes in general are less sophisticated than later
forms 26 and include small cups or bowls, rarely plates, a large
basin or bowl with a rolled lip, and teapot (?) fragments (represented by a possible body sherd and a cover fragment, although
the latter may pertain to another covered vessel.)
White-bodied, brown slip ware is represented by 5 sherds.
These all seem to be from large cups or mugs decorated below
the rim with large dots done in brown slip which ran under an
26. For comparison we have a later series of many thousands of sherds
from Spaldings Lower Store, a British trading post, circa 1763-1783,
further up the St. Johns River (see Goggin, 1949).
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amber colored lead glaze. The type has a long history in Staffordshire, dating at least from the seventeenth century (Wedgewood and Ormsbee, 1947: 2) and ranging to near the end of the
eighteenth century. 27
The third type represented by only 7 sherds is black basalt
ware. This is a hard, black, stone ware with decoration in relief.
Like creamware, this type is well known because of its development by Wedgewood. However, the introduction of this ware is
generally given as around 1760. This is somewhat later than its
presence here at the fort would indicate.
Designs are rather rococo in representation but naturalistic
and floral and included human figures derived, for the most
part, from Renaissance and Classical Greek and Roman styles.
The cherubs represented (Fig. 6, L) are typical. The 2 sherds
of the cruder stippled form (Fig. 5, G) have no counterpart in
the available literature. Vessel shapes are uncertain but several
sherds are of a vessel lid, perhaps from a teapot.
Other possible English forms include a single small fragment
of a salt-glazed, brown, hard, earthenware vessel. Another is a
very small sherd from the rim of a white glazed vessel. This is a
white ware, and has a checked design in black. A few similar
sherds come from Spaldings Lower Store.
Undoubtedly derived from the English occupation are six
small porcelain sherds. One is a white ware with remnants
of yellow overglaze painting. It is most likely Oriental in
origin, probably Chinese. The remaining sherds have blue
underglaze decoration on white. They may be European porcelain in Chinese style, rather than Oriental imports.
Objects of Indian origin. The major group of Indian artifacts
is chipped stone. This includes four small triangular flint points
(Fig. 6, H), three fragments of worked flint and an unusual
27. It is common at Spaldings Lower Store and is found at plantation
sites of the British period in Florida.
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narrow triangular point or drill. This is worn smooth on all sides
as if it had been exposed to long stream rolling.
A small piece of soapstone seems to be a fragment of an effigy
(Fig. 5, F). It is unique. Other objects of probable Indian origin
are two small fragments of sandstone grinding stones, a worked
deer (?) phalange, and a roughly shaped dish of Busycon shell.
Indian workmanship is found in a small scraper chipped from
crystal glass apparently piece of a goblet (Fig. 5, E). Such use
of glass is not uncommon since it can be treated like flint and
is easier to work. 28
European Objects. These include many types of objects made
from a variety of materials. Pieces of white clay pipes are
numerous, 77 in all. They all appear to be of a single type (Fig.
7, D) with only slightly more than a 90 degree angle between
the stem and the bowl, no spur, and no marks or decoration of
any kind.
Buttons include one large (Jones 2) and one small flat brass
(Fig. 5, H) specimen and one hollow brass specimen (Fig. 5, I).
A brass buckle (Fig. 6, K) probably is from a shoe. It has a
simple incised design on top. A small unidentified object apparently of silver may be part of a clasp.
One modern coin was found in the top level of Trench 0. It is
an 1856 United States quarter.
Three beads include one of black glass (Fig. 5, A) and a fragment of a blue glass pitted-surface specimen (Fig. 5, D). A flat
square bead, apparently of jet, has a low pyramidal top and two
diagonal longitudinal perforations (Fig. 5, B, C).
Glass fragments were numerous with 139 sherds of three main
types. Most common were 56 dark olive green pieces from
bottles. These are the form with concave bottom often called
rum or wine bottles. Clear, or crystal glass, numbered 52 frag28. Other glass scrapers have been noted in east Florida at Spaldings
Lower Store (Pu 23), the Fountain of Youth Site, St. Augustine
(SJ 31), and the Zetrouer Site (A 67) near Gainesville.
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ments from large and small bottles, goblets and perhaps other
forms. Thirdly, are 31 pieces of pale water-green glass with many
large and small bubble inclusions. They may be from bottles.
Thirteen fragments or whole gun flints were collected. All
except three are the usual English type, but rather small (Fig. 6,
1, J). They came from the top two levels. There are three gun
flints (1 from level 2, 2 from level 3) which appear to be made
from local flint using local techniques. Two musket balls were
found.
Small fragments of sheet brass appear to be scraps, perhaps
cut from kettles. There are 20 pieces. Six small pieces of lead
were also present.
A number of objects and fragments of iron were found. In
our excavations we obtained 32 nails. Those in good condition
are small square handwrought examples. Jones obtained many
large spikes (Fig. 7, H, I). A fragment of a knife blade, perhaps
from a clasp knife and several small unidentified objects of iron
were also found.
A short distance from the area in which we excavated was a
small hole dug following our first visit. Nearby on the surface,
and apparently taken from the pit was an iron spear with a
single barb. This is a common type at historic sites on the river
(Rouse, 1951, Pl. 8, V).
The most interesting metal pieces are those obtained by Mr.
Jones. They include 2 pairs of hinges. The largest is 14 1/2 inches
long, with an overall width of 17 1/2 inches (Fig. 7, F). They range
in thickness from l/8 to 3/16 of an inch. The smaller pair is
similar in form, 6 inches long and 6 inches wide (Fig. 7, G).
The lock is a complete mechanism in a metal box and consists
of a rectangular bolt to be thrown by a key (Fig. 7, A, C).
The rifle barrel is only a fragment 12 1/2 inches long. It is of
large bore and octagonal in shape (Fig. 7, E). It probably had a
flint lock, judging from its side touch hole. The two axes were
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of the usual “trade” form (Fig. 7, J, K) measuring 5 5/8 and
5 7/8 inches respectively.
Spikes were square, with various shaped heads and measured
from 5 3/4 to 13 inches long. Hoes (Fig. 7, L) were 9 3/4 and
10 l/4 inches long.
A hollow iron cannon ball was 1/2 inch thick and about 3 1/2
inches in diameter.
Food Remains
Animal and vegetable remains still preserved give some idea
of the foods eaten by the inhabitants. As might be expected
vegetable remains are rare. However, a number of scattered
fragments of charred corn cobs were found and one cache of
burnt cobs (Tr. 5, Sec. 5, 30”-36”) comprised over 50 specimens.
Peach pits came from the moat (Sec. 2’, Tr. 1), from level 2
(Sec. 6, Tr. l), and from level 4 (Sec. 5, Tr. 4). Both are remains
that would be expected. Corn was the basic Indian and, later,
Spanish staple. Peach pits are found in many archeological sites
with Spanish contacts and peaches are known to have been a
favorite fruit of the Spanish and widely introduced wherever
they went. 29
Animal remains, represented by bones, were numerous in all
parts of the site and formed by bulk the greater part of the
material found. Material from Trench 1 is in process of study
at the present time so only a preliminary statement can be made.
The bulk of the remains are of deer and domestic cattle. However, there is at least one bison bone, part of the head of a
humerus. It came from Tr. 1, Sec. 6, 12”-18” (communication,
June 16, 1951, H. B. Sherman). 30
The presence of buffalo remains is not too surprising in view
of their presence to the west in Alachua County in 1716 (Boyd,
29. Elsewhere in historic Florida sites, a few were found at the Scott
Miller site (Smith, 1951: 124) and several hundred have come from
Fig Springs (Co 4).
30. I am grateful to Professor H. B. Sherman and Pierce Brodkorb who
have made preliminary studies of the animal remains.
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1949: 14). This find represents their first archeological occurrence in Florida.
Archeological Summary and Conclusions
Archeological data presented here indicate a general distribution around the fort structure of cultural remains characteristic
of the St. Augustine period, ca. 1650-1763. Stratigraphic excavation in the area of heaviest refuse concentration showed St.
Augustine material to be dominant throughout the history of
the deposit. However, scant Orange Period remains in the lower
two levels indicate a brief occupation at that time.
Throughout most levels of the site the presence of Spanish
pottery and San Marcos series Indian pottery shows the range of
the St. Augustine period. The gradual contrasting change in
frequency of the St. Johns and San Marcos pottery series suggests a gradual change in ceramic types that took place during
this period.
It is possible that the peaks of St. Johns and San Marcos
pottery represent separate periods of occupation as do the peaks
of Orange and English material. However, if that were so the
changing frequency of St. Johns and San Marcos series would
be more abrupt instead of gradual. In no two levels is there a
change in frequency of either St. Johns or San Marcos pottery
which is as abrupt as that between levels 4 and 5 for the Orange
series (a ratio of about 1 to 8) or between levels 1 and 2 for the
English introduced wares (a ratio of about 1 to 7.5). The St.
Augustine period thus seems to be a changing fluid pattern in
ceramic terms. At the top the sudden appearance of European
material of types usually associated with the English, indicates
a changed cultural situation. This is characterized by little (nonFloridian) Indian material and a high percentage of European
remains. The presence of these mixed with St. Augustine period
pottery types may be due to two possible factors, among others.
One is that such refuse was actually deposited by the English
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group, being material captured in the fort. Another explanation
is that the sherds were those on the surface of the ground and
were intermixed while English material was being discarded.
This last is the most probable explanation, but the former may
have taken place at the same time.
A test pit in the outer moat quickly reached hard-pan after
penetrating a shallow, almost refuse free layer, characterized
only by the presence of charcoal. The presence of a lense of
similar hard-pan in our excavations, thickest close to the moat,
suggests that this hard-pan was thrown out in digging the moat.
Its presence above and below English material indicates that
this excavation was carried out during the English period.
DISCUSSION

OF THE

FORT STRUCTURE

Inasmuch as our excavation in the fort itself has been limited,
any consideration of its details can only be tentative and general.
Nevertheless, some points can be considered. The Olano plan
of 1738 depicts a wooden structure on a platform surrounded
by a palisade at the edge of the platform and apparently a
shallow moat outside. No outer embankment or moat is shown.
Since this is our only Spanish plan of the site, dating but two
years before its destruction, and since it compares well with
Oglethorpe’s description and Mace’s plan, let us examine the
plan in terms of the existing remains.
Olano’s blockhouse, including the palisade, scales out as a
square structure, about 38 feet long on each side at the base.
This correlates fairly closely with the remnant of the interior
platform. Precise correlation of the platform and the plan is
difficult because in its present weathered condition, the platform
outlines are so amorphous that points to measure from are only
arbitrary. Despite this, the remnant of the platform indicates
that it was close enough in size to Olano’s structure to have been
the same. Mace’s plan scales very close to Olano’s in most
details.
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No correlation is possible between the remainder of the site
and Olano and Mace plans. The outer embankment and moat
are so much larger that any identification must be rejected. On
the basis of size, then, the interior platform must be considered
as the site of blockhouse with the stockade following the edge of
the present platform.
Some archeological data exist to support this contention. Test
19, at the northeast corner of the platform yielded a very large
spike. W. M. Jones, in his digging, found similar spikes scattered
along the whole north edge of the platform. These spikes are of
such a size as would have been practical for holding crosspieces
to the palisade timbers. Their presence here suggests a former
structure, most likely the palisade around Olano’s blockhouse.
There still has to be explained, however, the outer embankment and moat, certainly the most distinctive features of the
site. They do not fit Olano’s plans made only two years before
the fort’s capture, they are not on Mace’s plan nor are they
described by Oglethorpe when he captured the fort. Therefore,
they must be later additions, but who constructed them, the
Spanish or English?
Our study of Spanish source material yields no accounts of
Spanish supplementary construction at the fort, but we do know
that Oglethorpe added to the fortification after he decided to
garrison the captured structure. One contemporary reported that
Oglethorpe “caused some new works of Fortification to be made”
(Stephens, 1906: 501), and Oglethorpe himself said he "laid out
an intrenchment round the fort” (letter from Oglethorpe to
Duke of Newcastle Jan. 22, 1740, Colonial Records of Georgia,
vol. 35, p. 242). Perhaps the clearest statement is Captain Mark
Carr’s that General Oglethorpe “strengthened it much [the fort]
by throwing up a large bank” (letter to Gen. J. Campbell, Jan.
28, 1740, in Phillipps Collection manuscripts, vol. 5, p. 329).
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These statements make it probable that the present outer works
were those added at this time. 31
In support of this theory we have some archeological evidence.
It will be recalled that in our excavation in the moat (Trench 1,
Section 2’) only a thin layer of sand with scant cultural material
was found resting on the hard pan. This is worthy of comment
in two respects; first, the lack of more refuse is indicative of the
brief period the moat was in existence. Moats seem to have been
the handiest receptacles for refuse near a fort, and were commonly used for this purpose, as in the case of the Castillo de
San Marcos at St. Augustine.
The second point of interest is the hard pan at the bottom of
the moat. It will be recalled that in our main excavation, just
off the moat we found a very distinct soil profile. This consisted
of a thin layer of humus stained sand on the surface overlying a
tan sand layer of varying thickness. This layer which contained
occasional lumps of hard pan thinned out rapidly with distance
from the moat (Fig, 4). Further it will be recalled that it was
in and above this layer that most British material was found.
The similarity of the tan colored layer with the hard pan from
the moat bottom indicates that it came from that source and
was thrown out in the excavation of the moat. The close association of English material with and above this layer suggests that
this material was thrown out during or after the British occupation. The presence of some British material in the moat means
31. Since the above was written the following information (brought to
my attention by Albert C. Manucy) tends to corroborate these conclusions : “Being come within seven small Leagues of the Place
[St. Augustine] he took two Castles, both situate on a large lake:
That on the South Side he demolished, but kept the other on the
North Side, called Manchicolas, [Pupo] defended by some Pieces
of Cannon, one Serjeant, and ten Men, who surrendred [sic] on the
second firing. It was surrounded by strong Palisadoes above eight
Foot high, having Loopholes seven Foot from the Ground: but by
means of a Parapet within, near three Foot in height, they became
Breast-high. The General caused a Ditch to be made round it,
leaving thirty Soldiers and a Boat well manned to guard it, in order
to straiten the Enemy.” (Anon. 1741) pp. 188-189.
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that it probably was deposited there during British occupation,
leaving the period of moat building to the brief months the
English were there, not before and not after.
In summary, our interpretation of the structure is as follows:
the central platform was apparently the site of the first sentry
box and Olano’s second blockhouse. During British occupation,
in 1740, the defenses were strengthened by building a surrounding embankment and moat. Most material from the moat was
thrown up on the large embankment, but some, from the bottom,
was thrown outwards forming a distinct and easily recognizable
layer in the soil profile.
Whether additional palisades were added cannot be determined from either historical sources or our limited work. However, the discovery by W. M. Jones of the hinges and lock at
the outer northeast corner of the structure suggests a large gate
and smaller door, presumably in a stockade. Excavation is needed
to clear up this point.
The British note that they destroyed the structure on their
departure but no details are given. It probably was by burning
which was the easiest method. The hinges found show the effect
of fire.
RECONSTRUCTION

OF

LOCAL LIFE

Our archeological and historical data have been sufficient to
throw considerable light on the life of the people at Fort Pupo.
In order to discuss this properly it is first necessary to outline
the temporal range of Pupo’s occupation and to consider the
various occupants of the site.
Duration of Occupation
Orange Period. Orange series potsherds concentrated in the
lower levels of our excavations indicate that the site was occupied in the Orange Period, some thousand or so years previous
to the time of Christ. This does not seem to have been an
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intensive occupation and in any case was not continuous into
later times.
St. Augustine Period. The bulk of the cultural materials of
the site, especially the San Marcos Stamped pottery, have been
placed in a time ranging from about 1650 to 1763 (Smith, 1948;
Goggin, 1948). Since this material is abundant throughout our
excavation we can conclude that the major occupation began in
St. Augustine times.
How early in the period it was we can only approximate.
Within the history of the site an increase in the frequency of
the diagnostic San Marcos series can be noted (see Table 1)
which suggests that the first occupation was not too late in the
St. Augustine period. On the other hand it was not too close
to the beginning of the period, judging from the stamping techniques used on the San Marcos pottery. Smith (1948. 314) found
complicated stamping to be a fairly common method of decorating San Marcos Stamped pottery previous to 1686. At Pupo
complicated stamping is an unimportant technique, so presumably occupation here is post-1686.
Our historical data are vague for either a date of founding
or date of possible village occupation. As was noted, references
to the ferry crossing become more numerous in the late seventeenth century and probably some people were more or less
regularly camping or living here at that time. With the construction and occupation of the fort, circa 1715-1725, a permanent settlement was then present until its capture by the
Georgians in 1740.
English occupation was for only a few months, then the
Georgians departed late in July, 1740, after destroying the fort,
and ending our record of continuous occupation.
The British Period, 1763-1784. There is no historical evidence
of any occupation at Pupo during this period. Bartram’s Pupo,
wherever it was located had no occupation at his time and even
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if his site was not our Pupo, it seems improbable that any
occupation at our site would have passed unnoticed. We have
no references to any plantation or settlement here and the
absence of archeological materials such as is found at both
Spaldings Lower Post and Egmont Plantation (Mt. Royal)
supports the theory of no British occupation in this period.
The Second Spanish Period, 1784-1821. No historical evidence
for occupation here is known, nor can any archeological signs
of occupation be recognized.
The Early American Period, 1821-1845. Although we have
general references to the site during this period, it seems to
have been far enough away from the ferry and Bellamy road
to have escaped occupation. 32 In any case distinctive chinaware
of this period is absent.
The Late American Period, 1845-1951. Documentary evidence
for occupation at this time has not been found. Moreover, the
large growth of trees suggest that no extensive clearing was
made within the last 50 to 75, or more, years. Local tradition
(reported to W. M. Jones) states that the only recent occupation was a mule pen, northwest of the fort. Surface indications
support this; an old hog trap northwest of the fort, and some
modern refuse in its vicinity suggest brief occupation and no
more.
Archeological material from our digging indicates no significant modern occupation other than casual hunters or other
visitors. The 1856 quarter may have been lost by one, and the
series of modern shotgun shell bases from the top level of
Trench 0 suggests recent duck hunters shooting from the river
bank. Absolutely no other recent refuse, other than a modern
nail, came from our excavations, although glass bottles and cans
may be found along the water’s edge.
Summary of Occupation. After a brief or intermittent occupa32. The Bellamy road shows up quite clearly on modern airphotos. It
headed inland from the river several hundred yards south of the site.
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tion in the Orange Period, man seems to have ignored our site
for some 2,000 or so years. Late in the 17th century it was
occupied at least sporadically by bearers of the St. Augustine
culture; by the first or the second decade of the 18th century
this culture was well established. In 1740 after a few months
of British ownership the site was deserted and, as far as our
evidence goes, was never inhabited except by casual visitors
even into modern times.
Peoples at the Site
Early Indians. The bearers of the Orange culture were Indians,
beyond that we know little of them. In our story they play an
unimportant role.
Spanish and Indians. The major occupants of the site, bearers
of the St. Augustine culture, were Spanish and Indians. They
occupied the site together for much of the time.
Presumably the Indians were, at least in the 17th century,
members of one of the Timucuan speaking groups. Originally
they were possibly from Salamatoto. After the disruption of
the interior and western missions in 1704-1706 so many varied
refugees came to the St. Johns valley that the Indian occupants
of the site may have been Potano, Timucua proper, other tribes
of the Timucua province, Apalachees, or even Muskhogean
peoples from the far west. Then, too, at the same time refugees
from the north increased in numbers, spreading into this territory. Prominent among these were the Yamassee. Thus, during
the Spanish occupation, their Indian associates at the fort could
have been members of almost any tribe in northern Florida and
southeastern Georgia.
In addition to these, Creeks apparently stopped at the fort
enroute to St. Augustine during occasional periods of peace.
Yuchi, too, were associated with the fort, if only by attacking it.
How many Indians were ever at the fort is not clear, some
apparently ran the ferry and others acted as scouts. We are safe
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in counting, though, a number of Spanish, an average perhaps
of eight men, who formed the nucleus of the population. Around
them fluctuated a varying unknown number of Indians.
English. The English who finally occupied the fort were primarily settlers from Georgia, born in the old country. Most were
of Scotch ancestry.
English Indians. On Oglethorpe’s initial and later occupation
of the fort he was accompanied by Indian allies; and during
his second occupation these allies met at the fort. On the first
visit they included Chickasaw, Yuchi, and Creek Indians, while
the second time Cherokees and Creeks were in his group.
Summary of Peoples. In Pupo’s brief span of existence it
played host to, or was attached by the majority of Indian tribes
in north Florida and adjacent states, including Yuchi, Creek,
Chickasaw, and Cherokee. Among the major tribes of the
Southeast only the Choctaw failed to appear in association with
the fort, and they too may have visited it. Both the Spanish and
English played their role on Pupo’s stage and with the Indians
they made the little site a brief crossroads of Southeastern
peoples. There is no comparable site in Florida or the adjacent
Southeast.
Cultural Reconstruction
Since occupation was minimal in early times and equally unimportant in later times, we have only the St. Augustine Period
as the time of major occupation. Although many Indians of
various tribes were in and out of the fort’s picture, the center
of activity revolved at all times around the two European groups.
Let us then consider our interpretative picture in terms of the
Spanish and English. This makes good sense for a number of
historical and cultural reasons, and above all it follows an archeological distinction which can be made in the site.
Life in Spanish times. As has been pointed out in the section
on archeology, excepting for English material mainly confined
to the upper foot of the excavations, the bulk of occupational
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remains are of the St. Augustine Period. Historical data indicate
a small predominantly European garrison. Remains of actual
Spanish cultural materials are very scarce; outside of ceramics
we have nothing that can positively be identified with the
Spanish, and Spanish ceramics comprise only a small percent
of the total in the site. Certain objects such as thick green
bottle fragments and iron nails are undoubtedly in part of
Spanish origin. Examples of the former were captured by the
English and the latter held the fort together.
The most impressive thing about the cultural remains of
Spanish times is the small quantity of actual Spanish material
present. If we had no historical evidence for the nature of the
inhabitants at Pupo in Spanish times, the most reasonable assumption would be that the site was one purely of Indian
occupation.
What did the Pupo inhabitants cook in and eat out of? The
single small sherd of majolica was probably a plate, but all
the other Spanish ceramics were olive jars for storage or transportation. Indian pottery then must have served for cooking
and eating purposes since no other was present in our sample.
The Spaniard did at least make his influence felt in ceramic
form for the remains of at least four individual vessels (2 San
Marcos Stamped, 1 San Marcos Red, 1 St. Johns Simple
Stamped) in the deep plate or soup bowl shape are present in
our collection. It is easy to envision them made by Indians to
Spanish order.
Worked flint, principally small triangular arrow points indicates use of the bow and arrow by the site’s inhabitants, Indian
or Spanish, probably the former. Houses of Indian type are
also suggested by burnt daub fragments.
The Indian’s corn was equally as important to the Spanish
as was the deer as a source of food. Cattle bones are numerous
and indicate beef raising for food purposes. Bison and deer
bones suggest the occasional hunting of these animals. Little
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else is present in the way of food remains except two peach
pits, typical Spanish fruit.
Evidence from Pupo clearly suggests for the first time in
Florida a picture typical of many other parts of Spanish America.
That is, a picture of two-way acculturation where the Indian
culture has often had as much or more effect on Spanish culture,
especially that of the poorer classes, than did the Spanish on
the Indian. The picture at Pupo is one of a small Spanish group
leaving cultural traits basically Indian.
These archeological remains are not a static picture, but are
of changing culture. We see the intrusive San Marcos pottery
influencing the St. Johns series with the latter copying the folded
punctated rim. Evidence clearly shows too the declining importance of the St. Johns pottery while San Marcos becomes
more popular. The Spanish life reflected the changes in that
of the Indian.
Life in English times. Occupation by the Georgians was
limited to only a few months, yet they left numerous indications
of their presence. Distinctive broken and discarded European
pottery of several kinds is present. Probable teapot fragments
suggest the favorite English drink. Crystal goblets, a frontier
luxury, were used by these people. The buckle and buttons are
typical of the English. Food remains, deer and beef bones,
represent the living off the country reported in contemporary
letters.
Of the English Indians there is little trace. The beads perhaps
belong to them and a few Indian sherds are non-Floridian
types. However, this is not surprising since by this time the
Creeks and other Georgia Indians had adapted many items of
European culture; moreover, the Indians were on a war party
and accustomed to traveling light.
With supply boats able to come as close to the fort it is not
surprising that the English had such a variety of material goods
when they went to war. In many respects the British have been
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known to surround themselves, in most distant places, with the
typical English culture and accessories. The relative abundance
of material from such a short period suggests that here as
elsewhere, the officers and perhaps others ate from old country
pottery, prepared tea in teapots, and drank their wine or water
from crystal goblets. The time and place interfered as little as
possible with the usual ways of life.
Contrasting European cultures. The high points of life in
Spanish and English times may be reviewed. Spanish cultural
remains on the St. Johns River, as far as archeological evidence
goes, stems to a great extent from native Indian sources. Food,
pottery, and housing all were influenced. English life was one
surrounded by familiar things from Europe. Discarded buttons,
a buckle, chinaware, and porcelain sherds all are evidence of
the “normal” way of life brought to the frontier. This in part,
but apparently not wholly, is perhaps due to the comparative
wealth of the two groups. The Spanish were common soldiers
while the English group included many officers, presumably
better off materially.
Nevertheless the Spanish seem to have been more provincial
and closer to aboriginal life in many ways. The English on the
other hand clung firmly to their European customs and material goods.
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
A time-rounded earthwork on the west bank of the St. Johns
River on Bayard Point can be identified, through historical and
archeological study as Fort San Francisco de Pupo. The first
structure at the site, a small sentry box, was probably built
within a few years of 1720.
Its purpose was, with the aid of Fort Picolata on the opposite bank, to protect the ferry crossing on the St. AugustineApalachee road and to serve as the northwesternmost outer
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defense of St. Augustine. Its presence made raids by Creek
Indians more difficult.
To meet this problem even better a larger and stronger
structure was built in 1738-9. However, under its first major
attack the fort fell to the massed artillery of General Oglethorpe
and a mixed group of Georgians and Indians on January 7, 1740.
The English garrisoned the fort and reinforced it by the
construction of a high earthen wall and outer moat. But their
occupation was brief, ending on July 22 or 23, 1740, with the
razing of the structure.
Archeological data parallel the historic sources very closely.
Stratigraphic tests clearly indicate an early Orange Period occupation underlying the major deposit of the St. Augustine
period. On top of this a deposit of English material climaxes
occupation. The outside moat construction is seen to have taken
place during the English period.
Our major purpose in excavating the site was achieved in
the study of the remains of the St. Augustine Period. These
indicated a steady change in ceramic history during the period,
the St. Johns pottery decreasing through time and San Marcos
pottery increasing. Most surprising was the complete artifact
complex of the period. There is nothing in its nature, either
qualitatively or quantitatively, to distinguish it from Indian
sites of the same time. It was predominantly occupied, according to scant records, by a small Spanish garrison with a minimum
of Indians.
Apparently, the contact between the Indians and Spanish in
Florida resulted, in case of the common soldier level at least,
in a strong influencing of the Spanish culture by the Indians.
How important this impact was elsewhere in Spanish America
may be seen in Mexico and other Latin American countries.
The same Indian influence seems to have been an imporant
factor here. Perhaps it is only one of those quirks of history,
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determined over conference tables in Europe, that kept present
Florida from having a distinct Hispano-Indian culture such
as is found in varying form and degree from New Mexico to
Tierra del Fuego.
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